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-- Th9 MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

. Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 August 2005 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed In accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 7-77 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 9-17 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claimfe) 1-8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawlng(s) filed on 14 October 2003 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicanf s election of claims 1-8 in the reply filed on 9 August 2005 is acknowledged. 
Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the 
restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP 
§ 818.03(a)). 

Double Patenting 

2. Claims 1 and 3-5 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being impatentable over claims 1, 4, and 9-12 of 
copending Application No. 10/685,320. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they 



are not patentably distinct from each other for the following reasons: 



Application No. 
10/684,627 


Co-pending Application No. 1(^685,320 


Qaims 


Qaims 


Conunents/Remaiks 


1 


1,9,10 


aaim 1 of the co-pending application is broader than the one in 
application no. 10/684,627 but is further defined in claims 9 (that the 
device includes a scanner) and 10 (that a scanner is used to read the 
tag). 


3 


4 


Qaim 4 of the co-pending application is identical to claim 3 of 
application no. 10/684,627. 


4 


11 


Qaim 11 of the co-pehding application is identical to claim 4 of 
application no. 10/684,627. 


5 


12 


aaim 12 of the co-pending application is identical to claim 5 of 
application no. 10/684,627. 



This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the corrflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections xmder this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United Slates before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Walter (US 
6,275,141). 

Referring to claim 1, Walter's, method for restricting access to certain components of a 
vehicle, which has a bar code reader for scaiming bar code images into memory and a plurality 
of features (see Col. 7, lines 35-53; Col 24, lines 55-59; and Col. 25, lines 60-67), includes the 
steps of: (a) optically scanning a user's bar code identification (ID) tag with a bar code scanner 
(see CoL 24, lines 45-49 and Col. 25, lines 60-67); (b) receiving information from the ID tag 
during the scanning process (see Col. 24, lines 45-49 and Col. 25, lines 60-67); and (c) 
determining whether the bearer of the ID tag can access the vehicle at all based on the 
information read from the ID tag (see CoL 3, lines 5-23 and Col. 24, lines 45-49 and 55-59). 
Because Walter's processing ujnit 116 is able to compare the secret number read from an ID tag 
with one that is stored (see CoL 24, lines 55-59), Walter's processing tmit 116 must have a 
memory for storing the secret nimiber that is read from the scanned bar code/image. 

Regarding claim 3, Walter discloses that the ID tag is made of plastic and about 1.5" 
wide and 2-3" long (see CoL 25, lines 39-42) and is therefore a badge. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 4, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mahoney 
etal. (US 6,772,945). 
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Referring to claims 1 and 6, Mahoney teaches a printer 16 (as called for in claim 6) 
having (1) a bar code reader (i.e., scanner) for scanning data card SCs indicia 53 (i.e., image) into 
a memory in order to authenticate the user (see Col. 4, lines 23-36 and 42-53) and (2) a plurality 
of features, such as the ability to print one-sided or two-sided documents (see Col 6, lines 9-14). 
As called for in claim 1, Mahone/s method for controlling printer 16, as shovm in Fig. 4, 
comprises the steps of: (a) optically scanning data card 50 with a card reader at step 62 (see Col. 
4, lines 62-66 and Col. 5, lines 50-58); (b) reading data card 50's information during the scanning 
process (see Col. 5, lines 50-58); and (c) determining from the scanned information whether the 
bearer of data card 50 can access printer 16 at all at step 64 (see Col. 1, lines 13-15, 20-23, and 57- 
61; and Col. 5, lines 59-64). 

Regarding claim 3, Mahoney's data card 50 is a badge since data card 50 is a card and 
includes credential for authorization and authentication (see Col. 4, lines 42-55). 

Regarding claim 4, Mahoney discloses that data card 50's indicia 53 can contain bar code 
symbols (see Col. 4, lines 23-26 and 56-62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-8 are rejected vmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being vmpatentable over Akiyoshi (US 
2003/0086111) in view of Mahoney et al. (US 6,772,945). 
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Referring to claims 1, 4, and 5, Akiyoshi teaches a compoimd machine 100 (i.e., device) 
having a scanner for scanning images into memory, and a plurality of features, such as a 
facsimile, a black and white line printer 101, and a color line printer 102 (see Section [0047]). 
Akiyoshi's metiiod for controlling compoimd machine 100, as shown in Fig. 11, includes the 
steps of: (a) reading a user code from flashcard 207 with flashcard interface part 206 at step 
S1004 (see Fig. 2 and Section [0095]); (b) obtaining the user code from flashcard 207 during the 
reading process at step S1004 (see Section [0097]); and (c) determining from tiie user code 
whether the bearer of flashcard 207 can access the device at all at step S1006 (see Sections [0098] 
and [0100]). Akiyoshi, however, is silent on authenticating a user via a badge having a 
machine-readable image, such as a bar code (as called for in claim 4) or glyphs (as called for in 
claim 5), that is optically scanned wiih a scanner (as called for in claim 1). 

In an analogous art, as explained in the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of claim 1, Mahoney 
teaches all the limitations of claim 1 and further discloses that data card SO's indicia 53 can 
contain bar code symbols (see Col. 4, lines 23-26 and 56-62). Though Mahoney omits teaching 
that data card 50's indicia 53 can contain glyphs, the applicant teaches in Section [0022] of the 
specification that "[bar] codes and glyphs are well known in the art", and the statement is taken 
to be admitted prior art Hence it would have been obvious to one. having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Mahone/s data card 50 such that it contains 
glyphs since glyphs provide efficient, aestheticaUy acceptable codes for recording digital data, 
especially for applications in which such machine readable data is to be recorded in visual 
juxtaposition with himian readable information. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to ihodify the method of Akiyoshi as taught by Mahoney since a badge 
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with a machine-readable image, such as a bar code or glyphs, is a low-cost, reliable device that 
can be created on a temporary, semi-permanent or as needed basis (see Mahoney, Col. 1, lines 
36-45 and Col. 4, lines 27-55). 

Regarding claim 2, Akiyoshi's method also includes the step of granting access to some 
but not all of compound machine IOC's features (see Sections [0060], [0065]-[0067], [0081], and 
[0082]). 

Regarding claim 3, Akiyoshi's flashcard 207 is a badge (see Sections [0093]-[0100]). 

Regarding claim 6-8, as explained in the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claim 1, Akiyoshi's 
compoimd machine 100 has a scanner for scanning images into memory (as called for in claim 
8) and a plurality of features, such as a facsimile (as called for in claim 7), a black and white line 
printer 101 (as called for in claim 6), and a color line printer 102 (as called for in claim 6) (see 
Sections [0047] and [0059]). As shown in Fig. 16, Akiyoshi teaches connecting a plurality of 
compovmd machines 100 by a local area network (LAN) (see Sections [0102], [0110], and [0111]). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

> Castle et al. (US 2003/0030543) teach a proximity transaction control method 
wherein a device has a radio frequency identification (RFID) reader that reads 
identification information and a transaction request transmitted by an RFID tag and 
performs the requested transaction if the identification information is valid. 

> Weaver (US 2003/0103229) teaches a printing device has an identification reader and 
a print authorization system tiiat enables the printing device when a valid ID is read 
from an ID tag. 

> Konsella et al. (US 2003/0206311) teach a method and apparatus for providing a user 
ID to a printer to print personalized content for a specific user. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qara Yang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 7:00 PM, Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are tmsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on (571) 272-3068. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for impublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http:/ /pair-direct uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

CY 



16 August 2005 




